








12 March - 18 April Water Levels 777 '[Nofg: Eievatons 578 reieive s bronze disk in |
1.8 ILS Reflectance area, elevation 1.695 m-
NAVDa88.
18
17 Elevahan of (‘ypncal ILS Iand surface

---------------- Sesssmasasnig sesesratttarnnsnnns

|
%
J

Elevation {m-NAVD88)

2.6 Inches

0.8 1.7 rainfall, !
inches axtrema :
i rainfall storm tides, )
, northeaster i
Q.
SCZBE¥R2R9gUugYRgegYgeges @ gL8%¢RY =84
Bt R R
™~ 2 8 o b ES et i b R e . e g e o Ko ~5B858 5
ESS588558¢% EESE S 5223288888283 3888 ¢85
SIfEtESRAS B S SSERESSSEFESSEETEEES
5988855888 aSSnggggg:vqa:;gs?égggs,;,giéiﬁ
8 May - 19 June Water Levels |
19 i
i
1.0 !
17 Elevatlon Gf {yplcel ILS land surface
s T S B o (e dNdSurface R Rt e T i

Elevatton cf dllch at adge of ILS Area

RNt s NIl e sssisetanacarranarar et rannn e 1

8000000000000 08 o g BMEpcssanaccccccnronnssananasas/ P8O P .0.aa i (i PR 5

race al waler-level £

Elevation (m-NAVDS8)

| |
5.0 ’
0.9 ‘
1
0.8 4

0.7 1 : 5 s &

g g g g g g 2 g -

(=] o o o o (=] [=] (=] o

~ ~ ~ ~ ~ P~ I P~ ~

= 2 % 8 3 8 E 2

g § E 3 g S g S S

' @ @ a ? = = 5 5

Figure 2. Water levels behind the breached earthen berm seaward of Provincetown Airport
Runway 7, relative to elevations of the ILS reflectance area.



27 February 2007
Minutes of Hatches Harbor Technical Review Committee meeting

Attendees: Stephen Smith (NPS), Butch Lisenby (Provincetown Airport), Evan Gwilliam (NPS), Richard
Doucette (FAA, by speaker phone), Jim Mahala (DEP), Matthew DeSorbo (MAC), Carrie Phillips (NPS),
Graham Giese (Provincetown Center for Coastal Studies), Gabrielle Sakolsky (CCMCP), Dennis Minsky
(Provincetown Conservation Commission), David Crary (NPS) and John Portnoy (NPS).

Cape Cod National Seashore staff Smith, Gwilliam and Portnoy presented a summary of 2006 tide-height

vegetation and nekton monitoring results. A full report on this monitoring was sent to all members prior
to the meeting.

?

D. Minsky asked about northern harrier use of the floodplain. There are usually 1-2 pairs of these raptors
using the restoration area above the dike. Two reports by Seashore cooperators are in preparation.

Smith and Crary described plans for a prescribed burn of Phragmites and salt-killed shrubs this fall
seaward of the airport approach. The purpose is to clear away standing vegetation that impedes the
spread of wrack and seeds of salt-marsh plants. Preferred wind direction for smoke control would be
from the northwest to northeast. The Seashore will coordinate with Airport authorities to ensure that this
project does not create an aviation safety hazard.

J. Portnoy reported on the condition of structures whose maintenance is the responsibility of the Seashore.
The culvert aprons, which began to erode in summer 2005, were repaired with the addition of much
larger stones in March 2006. The aprons now appear stable but will be monitored regularly by park staff.

The earthen berm at the airport approach breached under the catwalk, reportedly (Lisenby) last summer.
Portnoy noted that during construction of the catwalk, the berm was weakened and underlying peat was
removed, making the berm more prone to breaching. He also noted that this peat removal created a linear
pond all along the length of the catwalk which attracts waterfowl, a safety hazard to aircraft. In this
regard, the breach is beneficial in improving low-tide drainage and limiting the time that the new “pond”
is flooded and attractive to ducks.

B. Lisenby stated that the FAA still maintains that the berm is needed to protect the airport approach
system; however, that agency and the airport are willing to tolerate the breach at least over the short term
to reassess the need for the berm. Airport authorities will notify the Seashore if tidal flooding becomes a
problem at the end of Runway 7 and within the ILS reflectance area to the southwest of the runway.
Portnoy offered to install a water-level recorder in the area of concern; he and Lisenby will meet soon to
plan this monitoring.

As agreed at last year’s TRC meeting, we hereafter switch to a biennial schedule, with the next meeting
planned for winter of 2008-9. Nevertheless, the Seashore will continue to produce annual reports on the
progress of the restoration project.

Respectfully submitted,

John Portnoy
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343 Congress Street
Boston, Massachusetts 02210 USA
1.617.242.9222 Fax 1.617.242.9824

December 17, 2011

Massachusetts Office of Coastal Zone Management
251 Causeway Street, Suite 300

Boston, MA 02114

Atin: Project Review Coordinator

Subject: Federal Consistency Review
Capital Improvements Project
Provincetown Municipal Airport

Dear Project Review Coordinator,

As the consultant to the Provincetown Airport Commission, we request that your office review the
proposed Capital Improvements Project for consistency with the Coastal Zone Management
(CZM) program. A FEIR/EA has been prepared and submitted to MEPA. A copy has been sent
to MA CZM and provides additional information on the projects.

Project Description

The Provincetown Municipal Airport Commission proposes a Capital Improvements Plan (CIP) of
safety and facility improvements at the Provincetown Municipal Airport (Airport). Implementation of
the CIP will fulfill the mission of the Airport to operate a safe, secure, and reliable primary service
airport receiving scheduled airline passenger service.

1} Westerly Taxiway System Improvements

2) East End TW Relocation

3) Temminal Apron Reconstruction

4) Easterly End of Parallel TW Reconstruction

5} TW Lighting, Lighted TW Signs, and Electric Vault Instailation
68) Sightseeing Shack Improvements

7) Access Road to MALSF Approach Lights Improvements
8) Service Roads to LES and AWQOS Construction

9} Perimeter Safety/Security Fence Installation

10) Auto Parking Expansion

11) Terminal Building Expansion

12} Turf Apron Expansion

Discussion of Consistency with Applicable Program Policies

Water Quality Policy # 1: Ensure that point source discharges in or affecting the coastal zone
are consistent with federally approved state effluent limitations and water quality standards.

The existing drainage system at the Airport consists of catch basins and a trench drain which have
been fitted with a filiration system 1o intercept petroleum-based poliutants from the stormwater runoff
on the Terminal Apron. The outlet has been fitted with a sediment outlet trap.

The proposed CIP projects will promote the attainment of water quality standards. The proposed
drainage design for the parking lot includes BMPs such as bioretention areas and infiltration swales
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and complies with the current DEP Massachusetts stormwater regulations and standards to protect
water quality. There are no other point source discharges at the Airport.

Water Quality Policy # 2: Ensure that nonpoint poliution controls promote the attainment of
state surface water quality standards in the coastal zone.

There is limited potential for sources of non point pollution at the Airport. Sait is not applied to the
runway or taxiways. Aircraft are not serviced at the Airport. Fertilizers and herbicides are not used at
the Airport.

Water Quality Policy # 3: Ensure that activities in or affecting the coastal zone conform to
applicable state and federal requirements governing subsurface waste discharges.

The Airport’s septic system was updated in 1998 according to current standards. It is maintained in
compliance with local and state and federal requirements.

Habitat Policy #1: Protect coastal resource areas including salf marshes, shelffish beds, dunes,
beaches, barrier beaches, salt ponds, eelgrass beds, and fresh water wetlands for their important
rofe as natural habitals.

The proposed CIP projects have avoided and minimized impacts fo wetlands to the extent feasible.
Wetland restoration is proposed and erosion controls will be incorporated into the construction plans
to protect adjacent wetlands.

Habitat Policy #2: Restore degraded or former wetland resources in coastal areas and ensure
that activities in coastal areas do not further wetland degradation but instead take advantage of
opportunities to engage wetland restoration.

Mitigation for the projects included in the CIP includes restoration of wetlands onsite and will also
include additional wetland mitigation identified during the permitting process.

Coastal Hazard Policy #1: Preserve, protect, restore, and enhance the beneficial functions of
storm damage prevention and flood controf provided by natural coastal landforms, such as dunes,
beaches, barrier beaches, coasial banks, land subject to coastal storm flowage, salt marshes, and
land under the ccean.

Natural coastal landforms will be protected or restored to the fullest extent possible. The fence
alignment has been selected to minimize impacts.

Coastal Hazard Policy #2: Ensure consiruction in water bodies and contiguous land areas wiff
minimize interference with water circufation and sediment transport. Approve permits for flood or
erosion control projects only when it has been determined that there will be no significant adverse
effects on the project site or adjacent or downcoast areas.

Natural coastal landforms will be protected or restored to the fullest extent possible. The fence
alignment has been selected to minimize impacts.

Coastal Hazard Policy #3: ensure that state and federally funded public works projects proposed
for location within the coastal zone will:

o Not exacerbate existing hazards or damage natural buffers or other natural
resources,
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Be reasonably safe from flood and erosion related damage, and

e Not promote growth and development in hazard-prone or buffer areas, especially in
Velocity Zones and ACECs, and

»  Not be used on Coastal Barrier Resource Units...

The project will not exacerbate existing hazards and natural buffers have been protected. Flood
studies indicate that the project will be safe from flooding. The CIP projects are not within a Velocity
Zone, ACEC, or Coastal Barrier Resource Unit.

Growth Management Principle #2: ensure that state and federally funded transportation and
wastewater projects primarily serve existing developed areas, assigning highest priority to projects
that meet the needs of urban and community development centers.

The CIP projects will serve the existing transportation system.
Consistency Certification

The proposed activity complies with the program policies of the Massachusetts
approved coastal management program and will be conducted in a manner consistent
with such policies.

Sincerely,
Jacobs Enginee

I d

ring

ichaeE Garri 7
Senior Airport Planner, Project Manager

1o Heath Gatlin, Chairman, Provincetown Airport Commission
Arthur “Butch” Lisenby, Airport Manager
Michelle Ricci, FAA, Airports Division
Katie Servis, MassDOT Aeronautics
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